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Brock R. Belnap #6179 n ——

Washington County Attorney AT 30 ﬁ ot §7
Ryan J. Shaum #7622

Deputy Washington County Attomey /oé<l
178 North 200 East

St. George, Utah 84770
(435) 634-5723

FIFTH DISTRICT COURT
WASHINGTON COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH
I

b
¥

STATE OF UTAH, ORDER GRANTING MOTION REGARDING
Plaintiff, USE OF NAMES
vs, FILED UNBER SEAL BY COURT ORDER
WARREN STEED JEFFS, Criminal Na. 061500526
Defendant.

Judge James L. Shumate

Based upon the Motion Regarding Use of Names oia file herein, and good cause
T
appearing, the court now makes and enters the following order:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:
1. That Jane Doe IV be permitted to tc%tify under the name, *“Elissa Wall”;
2. That Jane doe TV’s husband be pamig tted to testify under the name “Tsrael

Lameont Barlow”; and

[

e s e e s

3. That for purposes of this litigation, ‘fElissa Wall” and “Israel Lamont

Barlow™ be true and correct angwerg)to questions regarding name and
identity.

Date:

“District CourffJudge
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FIFTH DISTRICT COURT
WASHINGTON COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

STATE OF UTAH,

Plaintiff,
vs.
WARREN STEED JEFFS,
Defendant.

MEMORADN
REGARDIN

FILED UN]

Criminal No. 061500526

Judge Jamés L. Shumate

DUM N SUPPORT OF MOTION
G USE OF NAMES

DER SEAL BY COURT ORDER

The State of Utah respectiully submits the fol]owiiag Memorandum in support of its

Motion Regarding Use of Names,




0CT-30-2007 TUE 03:07 PM bth DIST. CT. ST. GEORGE

¥

FAX NO. 4350885723 P,

to be released. Not only is she concerned for her safety byt she is also concemed for her {family

and their safety.

ARGIMENT

As A Witness May Not Re Compelled To Testify Hegarding Locating Information

Allowing The Witnesses To Testify Using Their me% Names Is Appropriate In this Case

The Court’s interest in protecting victims and witnesses, coupled with the unique and

expansive press coverage of this case necessitates protecting Blissa Wall and Israel Lamont

Rarlow's new identities.

Under the Utah Constitution, a victim of crime is gutitled “to be treated with fairness,

respect, and dignity, and to be free from harassment and g‘ibuse thronghout the criminal justice

process.” Utah Constitution Article I, Section 28. In this

relocated and legally changed their name in order to prote

this itigation.

gase, the viciim and her family have

ct their identity and maintain their

3
3

safety. Their former names were the names they were knpwn by throughout all times relevant to

Utah law recognizes that a withess may not be coénpeiled “to testify regarding the

witness’s address, telephone number, place of employmept, or other locating information...”

unless “the court orders disclosure on finding that a compelling need for the information exists.

Utah Code Ann. §77-38-6 (1953, as amended). The fami

v's new legal name is “locating

information,” in that it would permit parties including the

defendant and the media to locate their
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new address and telephone number. If their new names ar

destroy their efforts to maintain anonymity and safety.

> disclesed, it could undermine or

There is no compelling need for disclosure of the fhmily’s new name. Disclosure of the

new name will not in any way affect the credibility of *:113

available and subject to cross-examination on all facts rele

vitness. The witnesses wili be

want to the charged offenses.

ment of any of the offenses charged.

. . ) \
Moreover, the family’s new names do not constitute an el

On the other hand, the State has a compelling intevest in protecting the wilnesses’ current

I

i i

identity in order to assure the availability of witnesses|to festify. Consequently, the State

H

i

requests that the Court grant the motion allowing the Witnbsses to testify under their former

names.

CONCLUSION

The measures sought by the State will help emi;u:rf

harassed, abused, or compelled to testify regarding “l%mcat‘

compelling need to disclose the family’s new names. ‘Th

that the Court grant the following orders: 3

that the victim and her family are not

ng information.” There is no

srefore, the State respectfully requests

1. That Jane Doe IV be permitted to tesiii*y under the name, “Blissa Wall™;
: i

5 That Jane Doe IV's husband be permifted

Lamont Barlow™; and

to testify under the name “Israel

12



3. That for purposes of this litigation, “Blissa
true and correct angwers to questions Tegarg

I
Respectfully submitted this l ’ _day of Nove
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Brock R. Bel
Washington {
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the foregoing document o be served as follows: 1

Walter F. Bugden, Jr.
Tara L. Isaacson

Bugden & Isaacson

623 Bast 2100 South

Salt Lake City, UT 84106
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